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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 48 - 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by "Guidelines for using XML for Electronic Data Interchange"; Version 0.02; 
Editor: Martin Bryan, The SGML Centre; September 12, 1997. (hereafter Bryan). 

2.1 Regarding claim 48, Bryan discloses a method for establishing 
transactions among trading partners in a network, comprising: 

maintaining a registry of machine-readable specifications specifying 
business services offered by trading partners, the machine-readable 
specifications including at least one of definitions of, and references to definitions 
of, services offered (p. 8 - 10 "Repositories"; pp. 3, 4 "Definitions for XML/EDI");); 
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and at least one of definitions of, and references to definitions of, documents to 
be exchanged with such services by trading partners (pp. 3, 4, 8 - 10); and 

providing, in response to a request, one or more of the machine-readable 
specifications from said registry is via a communication network to a requesting 
node (pp. 3, 4,8-11). 

2.2 Per claim 49, Bryan teaches that said machine-readable specifications 
comprises data identifying respective descriptions of sets of storage units and 
logical structures for the sets of storage units (pp. 5 "pointer"). 

2.3 Regarding claim 50, Bryan discloses that said machine-readable 
specifications included data adapted for parsing to identify an input document 
and one or more transactions which accept said input document (pp. 12 "XML 
parser"). 

2.4 Per claim 51 , Bryan teaches that the definitions of the documents to be 
exchanged comprise respective descriptions of sets of storage units and logical 
structures for the sets of storage units (pp. 13-14 "Developing DTDs"). 

2.5 Regarding claim 52, Bryan discloses that the machine-readable 
specifications include documents compliant with a definition of a predefined 
document including logical structures for storing an identifier of a particular 
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transaction, and at least one of definitions and references to definitions of input 
and output documents for the particular transaction (pp. 13-14). 

2.6 Per claim 53, Bryan teaches that the storage units comprise parsed data 
(PP. 12 -14). 

2.7 Regarding claim 57, Bryan discloses that the storage units comprise 
unparsed data (pp. 12-14). 

2.8 Per claim 58, Bryan teaches associating trading partners with said 
machine readable specifications (pp. 12-14). 

2.9 Regarding claims 54 - 56 and 59 - 75, the rejection of claims 48 - 53, 57, 
and 58 (paragraphs 2.1 - 2.8 above) under 35 USC 102(b) applies fully. 

In addition, Bryan discloses: 

character data encoding text characters in the one of the input and output 
documents (pp. 2 - 3); and 

markup data identifying sets of storage units according to the logical 
structure of the input and output documents (pp. 2-3 "XML"). 



3. Claims 48 - 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Olsen et al. (WO 98/33125) (Designates the US; printed in English). 
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3.1 Regarding claim 48, Olsen discloses a method for establishing 
transactions among trading partners in a network, comprising: 

maintaining a registry of machine-readable specifications specifying 
business services offered by trading partners, the machine-readable 
specifications including at least one of definitions of, and references to definitions 
of, services offered (Abstract "maintaining shared, automated business 
processes across distributed organizations"; Fig. 1; p. 3, line 26 - p. 4, line 1; p. 
4, lines 11-21); and at least one of definitions of, and references to definitions 
of, documents to be exchanged with such services by trading partners (p. 9, lines 
3 - 9); and 

providing, in response to a request, one or more of the machine-readable 
specifications from said registry is via a communication network to a requesting 
node (Abstract; Fig. 1 ; p. 3, line 26 - p. 4, line 1 ; p. 4, lines 1 1 - 21 ; p. 9, lines 3 - 
9). 



3.2 Per claim 49, Olsen teaches that said machine-readable specifications 
comprises data identifying respective descriptions of sets of storage units and 
logical structures for the sets of storage units (Abstract; Fig. 1 ; p. 3, line 26 - p. 4, 
line 1 ; p. 4, lines 1 1 - 21 ; p. 9, lines 3 - 9). 



3.3 Regarding claim 50, Olsen discloses that said machine-readable 
specifications included data adapted for parsing to identify an input document 
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and one or more transactions which accept said input document (Abstract; Figs. 

I, 3, 4; p. 10, line 21 - p. 11, line 16). 

3.4 Per claim 51 , Olsen teaches that the definitions of the documents to be 
exchanged comprise respective descriptions of sets of storage units and logical 
structures for the sets of storage units (Abstract; Figs. 1 , 3, 4; p. 10, line 21 - p. 

II, line 16; p. 9, lines 3 -9). 

3.5 Regarding claim 52, Olsen discloses that the machine-readable 
specifications include documents compliant with a definition of a predefined 
document including logical structures for storing an identifier of a particular 
transaction, and at least one of definitions and references to definitions of input 
and output documents for the particular transaction (Abstract; Figs. 1 , 3, 4; p. 9, 
lines 3 - 9). 

3.6 Per claim 53, Olsen teaches that the storage units comprise parsed data 
(Abstract; Figs. 1, 3, 4; p. 9, lines 3 - 9). 

3.7 Regarding claim 57, Olsen discloses that the storage units comprise 
unparsed data (Abstract; Figs. 1,3,4; p. 9, lines 3-9). 
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3.8 Per claim 58, Olsen teaches associating trading partners with said 
machine readable specifications (Abstract; Fig. 1 ; p. 3, line 26 - p. 4, line 1 ; p. 4, 
lines 1 1 - 21 ; p. 9, lines 3 - 9). 

3.9 Regarding claims 54 - 56 and 59 - 75, the rejection of claims 48 - 53, 57, 
and 58 (paragraphs 3.1 - 3.8 above) under 35 USC 102(e) applies fully. 

In addition, Olsen discloses: 

character data encoding text characters in the one of the input and output 
documents (p. 9, lines 3 - 9); and 

markup data identifying sets of storage units according to the logical 
structure of the input and output documents (p. 9, lines 3 - 9). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 48 - 75 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kenneth R. Coulter whose telephone number 
is 571 272-3879. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F, 7 am - 3:30 
pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571 272-3880. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



KENNETH R. COULTER 



krc 




